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ZThe MAILING DA TE of this communication app Jars on the c over sheet y^ith the correspondence aaaress ■■ 
. ^««o cAii c Tr^ Di APP THiq APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

Examination (RCE) in compliance witli 37 CFR 1 .1 14. 

PFRinn FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) H The periodforreplyexpires3.monthsfromthemailingdateofm 

b □ The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of J'^ttTharfSS ""^1 rejectior,. 

"oNtrcSrTHisto"^^^^^^^^^ 

BxtensSLe may .eob.ined under 37 0^^^^ 
fee have been filed is the date for purposes o f — '"S te ie Itortene^^^^^^^ for reply originally set in the final Office action; or 

Safs:;?oSiS^fS:f 

Uely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

r-, I fii^H«n Anoellanfs Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

' ■° 3?C^Ml9TariranVirn"si^^^^^^^^^^ •« avoid dismissal of .he appeal. 

2 □ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(0) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or , . , ■ 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

3 in ADDlicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s); • 

4 a Nerpropose- or amended dalm(s) 22 »ould be allowable I, submiHed In a separate, .mely nied amendcnen, 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 S The a)n affidavit. b)D exhibit, or c)S request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: .See ConUnuation Sheet . 

6.n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. . ^ ^ 

7 M For Durooses of Appeal the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)H will be entered and an 
expSrn ofh^the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: 22. 



Claim (s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: and 11-21. 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



is a)n approved or b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 



8. n The proposed drawing correction filed on _ 

9. E1 Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 11- 

10. n other: 
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Continuation of 5. does NOT piace the application in condition for allowance because: 
ApplicantarguesthatbothSatoandMcGrathfocus^ 

Examiner disagrees. Each ^'^^f ^'T'lto fnhT?hamS^^^^ gate chambers, similar to the thermally isolating 

McGrath does infact address heat transfer through a charnber^^^^^^^^^ environment outside the firing chamber. As 

interface of the claimed invention are prov-ded to '^o'^e tl^e h^at m a tmng^c^^^^^^^ ^^^^ ^^^^^^^^^ ^,^33^. 

noted in the previous office action, the ga^e valve °^ Jato fu"^^^^^^^^ 9^^^^^ ^.^^^ 3^^Hi,„ ^ Sato to remedy 

However, the interface does not '"dude aH of the rejections in the previous office action. Applicant has 

these deficiencies. The combination of Sato and McGrath forr^^^^^^^ maintaining two adjacent 

attempted to attack each of the referenes 'ndMd"a»y bV ^-^jj^f ^^^^^^^^^^ Sato is constructed for maintaining 

environments at separate pressures, however McGrath is not rel^d upon t^^^^^^^^ a ^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^ additional 

environments at two pressures. Likewise. S^^^ ^^PP Sato W^h reSds to^^^^^ argument that McGrath does not 

teachings regarding temperature isolation which n^JJ^""^ Exam ner again points out that McGrath is not relied upon for this 
disclose two chambers coupled to two environments within a system. Sato is relied 

i^o^SteSthnSTcSnS^^^^^^^ 
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